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We claim: 

1. A method for facilitating evaluation, in connection with the procurement or 
delivery of products or services, in at lee st one of (i) a potential financial 
transaction and (ii) operation of an entei prise, each context involving a member of 



a first class of parties in a first role and ^ 
counterparties in a second role, and, th 



member of a second class of 
method comprising: 

a. obtaining from each of the/parties in the first class and storing in a first 
digital storage medium responses to a first set of questions eliciting revelation of 
preferences that can be used to estimate the closeness of such party's fit with a 
counterparty in such context; 

b. obtaining from each of the counterparties in the second class and 
storing in a second digital storage medium responses to a second set of questions 
eliciting revelation of preferences tfiat can be used to estimate the closeness of such 
counterparty's fit with a party in suich context; 



c. deriving, in a first co: 



profile of such party in relation to 
derive a first list of counterparties 



iputer process, from the responses of each such 



20 party a first preference profile for each such party; 

d. deriving, in a second computer process, from the responses of each 
such counterparty a second preference profile for each such counterparty; 

e. for each party, analysing, in a third computer process, the preference 

the preference profiles of the counterparties to 
providing a relatively close fit of such party's 

preferences with those of counterparties on the list and communicating the list to 

such party. | 

2. A method according to claimjl, further comprising; 

for each counterparty, analyzing, in a fourth digital process, the preference profile 
30 of such counterparty in relation to fie preference profiles of the parties to derive a 

45 



t 



20 



25 



the list and communicating the second list to 
1, wherein the list is ranked according to the 



second list of parties providing a re latively close fit of such counterparty's 
preferences with those of parties or 
such counterparty. 
3. A method according to claim 
closeness of fit. / 
10 4. A method according to claim 2, wherein the list is ranked according to the 
closeness of fit. / 

5. A method according to claim 1, wherein obtaining responses from each of the 
parties is accomplished using communication over a global communication 
network. / 
15 6. A method according to cl lim 1, wherein obtaining responses from each of the 
counterparties is accomplished using communication over a global communication 
network. , 

A method according to claim 5, wherein obtaining responses from each of the 
(^yyparties includes making a first set of Web pages available to each of the parties, via 
a server, the first set of such page^providing the first set of questions and 
permitting entry by such party/)f responses thereto. 

8. A method according tc/claim 6, wherein obtaining responses from each of the 
counterparties includes ntfaking a second set of web pages available to each of the 
counterparties, via a server, the second set of such pages providing the second set 
of questions and penriitting entry by such counterparty of responses thereto. 

9. A method Recording to claim 1, wherein a substantial number of the first set 
of questions elicits, with respect to -each level of each of a first series of attributes, 
revelation pf a utility value which indicates the value that the party places on the 
level of ine attribute. 




46 



# 




5 10. A method according to claim 9, wherein a second substantial number of the 
second set of questions elicits, with respect to each level of each of a second series 
of attributes that complements the first series of attributes, revelation of a utility 
value which indicates the value that the counterparty places on Jne level of the 
attribute. 

10 11. A method according to claim 10, wherein the process of analyzing the 
preference profile of the party in relation to the prefereitfce profiles of the 
counterparties is performed using a measure of distance between a set of utility 
values created with respect to the first series of attributes and a set of utility values 
created for the second series of attributes. 

15 12. A method according to claim 9, wherein each of the first set of questions 
requires the party to rank each of a non-null set of items from among a plurality of 
possible ranks. 

13. A method according to claimA2, wherein each of the second set of questions 
requires the counterparty to ran^each of a non-null set of items from among a 
plurality of possible ranks. 

14. A method according/fc claim 9, wherein the substantial number of the first 
set of questions elicits revelation of the utility values without asking for the values 
explicitly. 

15. A method aaz!brding to claim 10, wherein the second substantial number of 
25 the second set of ^questions elicits revelation of the utility values without asking for 

the values expncitly. 

16. A method according to claim 1, wherein the preference profile of each party 
associate^; with each level of each of a first series of attributes, a utility value to 
indicate the value which the party places on the level of the attribute. 
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17. A method according to claim 16, wherein the preference profile of each 
counterparty associates, with each level of each of a second series of attributes that 
complements the first series of attributes, a utility value to indicate the value which 
the party places on each level o^the attribute. 

18. A method for facilitating evaluation, in connection with the procurement or 
delivery of products or services, in at least one of (i) a potential finap?ual 
transaction and (ii) operation of an enterprise, in each context nzvolving a member 
of a first class of parties in a first role and a member of a seeond class of 
counterparties in a second role, the method comprisir 

a. obtaining from each member of a nor^null set of party co-evaluators, 
each party co-evaluator being associated with/at least one party in the first class, 
and storing in a first digital storage medium such party co-evaluator's responses to 
a first set of questions eliciting revelation of preferences that can be used to 
estimate the closeness of suahAassojirated party's fit with a counterparty in such 
context; \\/ 

b. obtaining from'each member of a non-null set of counterparty co- 
evaluators, each counterparty co-evaluator being associated with at least one 
counterparty in the second class, and storing in a second digital storage medium 
such counterparty co-evaluator's responses to a second set of questions eliciting 
revelation of preferences that can be used to estimate the closeness of such 
associated counterparty's fit with a party in such context; 

c. / deriving for each party, in a first computer process, a separate first 
preference profile, based on the responses of the party and on the responses of each 
co-e/aluator associated with the party, if any; 
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5 d. deriving for each counterparty, in a second computerjj^ocess, a 

separate second preference profile, based on the respojise^ofthe counterparty and 
on the responses of each co-evaluatop^ss^cia*e^with the counterparty, if any; 

e. for each party, analyzing, in^a third computer process, the second 
preference profile corresponding to erfch counterparty in relation to the first 
10 preference proftl^corresponding to the party, to derive a first list of counterparties 
providift^a relatively close fit of such party's preferences with those of 

unterparties on the first list and communicating the first list to such party. 
19. A method according to :laim 18, wherein each party co-evaluator is one of: 
(i) the party, (ii) a member of a group to which the party belongs, wherein the 
group is relevant to such conte xt, (iii) a parent or guardian of the party, (iv) an 
advisor to the party, (iv) a relai ive of the party, and (v) a friend of the party. 

claim 18, wherein each counterparty co-evaluator is 
a member of a group to which the counterparty 
belongs, wherein the group is i elevant to such context, (iii) a parent or guardian of 
20 the counterparty, (iv) an advis< >r to the counterparty, (iv) a relative of the 
counterparty, and (v) a friend cjf the counterparty. 

21. A method according to claim 18, further comprisj 
for each counterparty, analyzing, ina^rtirth computer process, the first 

preference profile correspondMg^o^eacJ^a in relation to the second preference 
25 profile correspohdingJ»*ffie cot*nterparty, to derive a second list of parties 

providing^eiatively close fit of such counterparty's preferences with those of 
ies on the second list and communicating the second list to such counterparty. 

22. An apparatus for facilitating evaluation, in connection with the procurement 
or delivery of products or services, in at least one of (i) a potential financial 
transaction and (ii) operation of an en ;erprise, each context involving a member of 



20. A method according to 
one of: (i) the counterparty, (ii) 
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first digital storage medium response 



a first class of parties in a first role and a member of a second class of 
counterparties in a second role, the ap paratus comprising: 

a. a first computer process, 
medium, for obtaining from each of tl e parties in the first class and storing in the 



in communication with a first digital storage 



to a first set of questions eliciting revelation 
10 of preferences that can be used to estimate the closeness of such party's fit with a 
counterparty in such context; 

b. a second computer process, in communication with a second digital 
storage medium, for obtaining from each of the counterparties in the second class 
and storing in the second digital storage medium responses to a second set of 

15 questions eliciting revelation of preferences that can be used to estimate the 
closeness of such counterparty's fit with a party such context; 

c. a third computer process for deriving from the responses of each such 
party a first preference profile for eich such party; 

d. a fourth computer process for deriving from the responses of each such 
20 counterparty a second preference p rofile for each such counterparty; and 

e. a fifth computer process for analyzing the preference profile of each 
party in relation to the preference profiles of the counterparties to derive a list of 
counterparties providing a relatively close fit of such party's preferences with those 
of counterparties on the list, and communicating the list to such party. 

25 23. An apparatus for facilitating < valuation, in connection with the procurement 
or delivery of products or services i i at least one of (i) a potential financial 
transaction and (ii) operation of an e iterprise, each context involving a member of 
a first class of parties in a first role ai d a member of a second class of 
counterparties in a second role, the apparatus comprising: 
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5 a. a first question and response module, in communication with a first 

digital storage medium, for obtaining from each of the parties in the first class and 
storing in the first digital storage me dium responses to a first set of questions 
eliciting revelation of preferences th; it can be used to estimate the closeness of such 
party's fit with a counterparty in sue i context; 
10 b. a second question and r< sponse module, in communication with a 

second digital storage medium, for o staining from each of the counterparties in the 
second class and storing in the secon i digital storage medium responses to a 
second set of questions eliciting reve ation of preferences that can be used to 
estimate the closeness of such counte rparty's fit with a party in such context; 
15 c. a first profile processor i or deriving from the responses of each such 

.party a first preference profile for ea :h such party; 

d. a second profile process* >r for deriving from the responses of each such 
counterparty a second preference pr >file for each such counterparty; and 

e. a closeness-of-fit analyze r for analyzing the preference profile of each 
20 party in relation to the preference pri >f iles of the counterparties to derive a list of 

counterparties providing a relatively close fit of such party's preferences with those 
of counterparties on the list, and communicating the list to such part} 
24. An apparatus for facilitating evaluation, in connecjieifwith the procurement 
or delivery of products or services/ftvat least on^0f(i) a potential financial 
transaction and (ii) operation of aA ^terppgie/each context involving a member of 
a first class of parties in a first rol^ smj^tfiember of a second class of 
counterparties in a second roje^the apparatus comprising: 

a. a first quesjidn and response module, in communication with a first 
digital storage m^eKum, for obtaining from each member of a non-null set of party 
30 co-evaluatorg^each party co-eyaluator being associated with at least one party in 
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the first class, and storing in the first digital storage medium suph party co- 
evaluator's responses to a first set of questions eliciting revelation of preferences 
that can be used to estimate the closeness of such associated party's fit with a 
counterparty in such context; 

b. a second question and response module, in communication with a 
second digital storage medium, for obtainin|*from each member of a non-null set 
of counterparty co-evaluators, each coupuerparty co-evaluator being associated 
with at least one counterparty-m the^econd class, and storing in the second digital 



storage medium such counte 
questions eliciting revelatior 
closeness of such associatec 



xrw co-evaluator's responses to a second set of 
preferences that can be used to estimate the 
limerparty's fit with a party in such context; 

c. a first profile/processor for deriving, for each party, a separate first 
preference profile, bas^d on the responses of the party and on the responses of each 
co-evaluator associated with the party, if any; 

d. a second profile processor for deriving, for each counterparty, a 
separate seconcTpreference profile, based on the responses of the counterparty and 
on the responses of each co-evaluator associated with the counterparty, if any; and 

^e. / a closeness-of-fit analyzer for analyzing, for each party, the second 
.preference profile corresponding to each counterparty in relation to the first 
preference profile corresponding to the party, to derive a list of counterparties 
providing a relatively close fit of such party's preferences with those of 

ninterparties on the list and communicating the list to such party. 
25. A method of structuring < database to facilitate evaluation, in connection 
with the procurement or deliver r of products or services, in at least one of (i) a 
potential financial transaction ar d (ii) operation of an enterprise, in each context 
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involving a member of a first class of parties in a first role and a member of a 



second class of counterparties in a s 
a. obtaining from each of 
data record in a first digital storage 



b . obtaining from each of 
storing in a second data record in a 



?cond role, the method comprising: 
he parties in the first class and storing in a first 
medium responses to a first set of questions 
eliciting revelation of preferences th it can be used to estimate the closeness of such 
party's fit with a counterparty in sue h context; 

the counterparties in the second class and 
second digital storage medium responses to a 
second set of questions eliciting revllation of preferences that can be used to 
estimate the closeness of such counterparty's fit with a party in such context; 

c. deriving, in a first computer process, from the responses of each such 
.party a first preference profile for eech such party, and storing the first preference 
profile in a third data record in a third digital storage medium; 

d. deriving, in a second computer process, from the responses of each 
such counterparty a second prefei ence profile for each such counterparty, and 
storing the second preference pro : ile in a fourth data record in a fourth digital 
storage medium; 

e. for each party, analy zing, in a third computer process, the preference 

the preference profiles of the counterparties to 
providing a relatively close fit of such party's 

preferences with those of counterparties on the list and storing the list in a fifth 
data record in a fifth digital storag 2 medium. 

A method according to claim 25, wherein a substantial number of the first 
'etof questions elicits, with respect to each level of each of a first series of 
attributes, revelation of a utility value which indicates the value that the party 



.profile of such party in relation to 
derive a first list of counterparties 
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5 places on the level of the attribute, and wherein a set^f utility values so created is 
stored in the third data record. 

27. A method according to claim 26, wherglh a second substantial number of the 
second set of questions elicits, with respga to each level of each of a second series 
of attributes that complements thefifst series of attributes, revelation of a utility 

10 value which indicates the valu^that the counterparty places on the level of the 
attribute, and wherein ay&t of utility values so created is stored in the fourth data 
record. 

28. A method^according to claim 27, wherein the process of analyzing the 
preference profile of the party in relation to the preference profiles of the 
counterparties is performed using a measure of distance between the set of utility 
valu^ stored in the third data record and the set of utility values stored in the 
fpurth data record. 

29. An apparatus for structur: ng a database, in connection with the 
procurement or delivery of products or services, in at least one of (i) a potential 

20 financial transaction and (ii) opera tion of an enterprise, each context involving a 
-member of a first class of parties in a first role and a member of a second class of 
counterparties in a second role, the apparatus comprising: 

a. a first question and response module, in communication with a first 
digital storage medium, for obtaining from each of the parties in the first class and 

25 storing in a first data record in the first digital storage medium responses to a first 
set of questions eliciting revelation of preferences that can be used to estimate the 
closeness of such party's fit with a counterparty in such context; 

b. a second question and response module, in communication with a 
second digital storage medium, for obtaining from each of the counterparties in the 

30 second class and storing in a second (flata record in the second digital storage 
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medium responses to a second set of questions eliciting revelation of preferences 
that can be used to estimate the closeness of such counterparty's fit with a party in 
such context; 

c. a first profile processor 1 or deriving from the responses of each such 
party a first preference profile for eai :h such party, and storing the first preference 
profile in a third data record in a third digital storage medium; 

d. a second profile processc r for deriving from the responses of each such 
counterparty a second preference profile for each such counterparty, and storing 
the second preference profile in a fourth data record in a fourth digital storage 
medium; and 

e. a closeness-of-fit analyze! for analyzing the preference profile of each 
party in relation to the preference profiles of the counterparties to derive a list of 
counterparties providing a relatively close fit of such party's preferences with those 
of counterparties on the list, and storir g the list in a fifth data record in a fifth 
digital storage medium. 
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